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The originators of sudden remedies are not the people to know when they have made a profound suggestion. The essential point was that they had given, almost ready for use, a complete and perfect policy to the Prime Minister. These ideas following on Mr. Cook's letter should have been to the Government like a hint to a dense schoolboy to try and find the subject of a Latin sentence, after battling with an accusative for half an hour. They both could not and would not understand. The fear and trouble of changing their minds held them to the first and easiest road. Although this plan was imperfect their own plan did not exist. They, after all, were the statesmen who might have knocked off the rough edges and altered the terminology of these well-meaning coal-owners. Had they known the full principles of statesmanship or the principles of their own party they could have made use of it.
The idea of the National Holding Company was distasteful as it stood, but it was the principle that mattered. It was potentially a move which was consistent with the development of modern political thought.
If the Government had possessed the power or the vision they could have abandoned the Holding Company and set up a National Coal Council with complete autonomy. Here the Government could have followed up the three essential propositions that the Prime Minister ignored. Mr. Baldwin could, at a stroke, have relegated economics to their proper sphere, given the nation's second industry a recognised status, and abolished the salaries of a whole department of State. What the representatives of the public wanted to do on the board of the Holding Company it is difficult to see; the public has its own economic business to mind. So far as the representatives of the Government were concerned the existing Government might have allotted functional seats to delegates of the new Council. To expatiate further would be to embark on mere political theory, it is sufficient to show that an opportunity for statesmanship was missed. This digression serves its purpose if it only